0.83). The second found no significant association with smoi of either parent.
The bias discussed in connection with spouse-smoking stu< is likely to apply also to parental-smoking studies. In addit: these two studies included active smokers as well as recorded n smokers, and it is likely that the children of smokers start smol at a younger age and possibly smoke more than do smoking c dren of nonsmoking parents (U.S. Public Health Service, 19! This would also be a source of bias.
TABLE 12-9    Risk of Lung Cancer in Nonsmokers According to Durati of Smoking of Spouse or Other Measures of Exposure Not Shown in Table 12-7
Authors
Findings
Case-Control Studies			
Trichopouloset at., 1983	Total no. of cig. (in thousands)		
	1-99                1.3		
	100-299          2.5		
	300+              3.0		
Correa ct al., 1983	Total pack-years:	Males	Females
	1-40	—	1.18
	41 +	—	3.52
	All	2.0	2.07
Kooet al., 1984	Total hours:		
	1-3,499           1.28		
	3,500+            1.02		
	Any                  1.24		
Garfinkelet al., 1985	No. of li/day:	Last 5 yr	Lust 25 yi
	1-2	1.59	0.77
	3-6	1.39	1.34
	>6	0.94	1.14
Pershagen ct al., in press		Kreyburg 1	Kreyburg
Akiba et al., in press
Less than 15 cig./day or
50 jj tobacco/wk for less
than 30 yr More than 15 cig./day or
50 g tobacco/wk for more
than 30 yr Pack-days within last 10 yr:
<5,000
5,000-9,999
10,000 +
6.0
1.0 2.8 1.8
0.8
2.4
NOTE: Relative risk for self-reported unexposed is assumed to be 1.0.ted in a way to allow assessing this issue at this time.
